
Dear Esteemed Members of the Housing Committee: 

 

I am writing against H.B. 6593 AN ACT CONCERNING HOUSING AUTHORITY JURISDICTION. This bill 

Allows for any housing authority to adopt an expanded area of operation outside of their own municipality 

without first requiring the expressed consent and municipal governing body approval of the other municipality 

where the authority wants to expand its operations.   Meaning any outside housing authority can operate in any 

other towns outside of their own.  For example, Hartford Housing Authority could operate in any other city, 

suburb or rural community in CT. This is a total attack on local municipal rights and local zoning authority not 

requiring the permission of the other municipality. This bill is in direct conflict with the very nature of our 169 

unique and independent municipalities. 

 

If a municipality decides to jointly engage with another municipality’s housing authority, there is a greater 

likelihood of a productive relationship and positive development.  However, if we have an outside authority 

developing in another municipality without their consent, the outside authority may leverage 8-30g to build 

outsized projects, overriding local zoning codes on setback, height, density, coverage, etc. and without regard to 

the infrastructure limitations of the targeted municipality.  The potential impacts to the targeted municipality of 

any outsized development are simply not of any economic or social concern to the outside authority. There 

needs to be “skin in the game.” 

 

There is a symbiotic relationship between cities and towns. Towns provide the clean water and other resources 

utilized by cities and town residents daily go to cities for work, dining, shopping, entertainment, etc., which 

provides additional revenue to the cities. Isn’t it time to stop pitting cities against suburbs? Do not create an 

adversarial relationship with this bill. This is forced regionalization. 

Considering this policy, the state would have to provide the funding to the city authorities to build in other 

municipalities, so why not fund the suburban municipalities directly? I live in New Canaan, which has sought 

and received one moratorium from 8-30g and is in process of getting a second moratorium.   

 

When we were planning the development of Canaan Parish, a 100-unit, all affordable project, we needed 

additional seed funding to develop the project and was slotted to receive that from the state.  In 2018, Governor 

Lamont removed that seed funding when the state went on a debt diet and it took New Canaan another year to 

get federal funding to assist with the project.  That delay meant our efforts to create 100% affordable units in 

our town were stalled by the state.  

 

Looking at the April, 12, 2021 press release by the Governor on state funding grants for affordable, we see that 

of the $49 million grants, over 52% went to three cities: Hartford, New Haven and Waterbury. How can we not 

assume that decades of such payments have not had an impact of concentrating poverty? Of the rest of the 

grants from that announcement, only one grant was in Fairfield County to Stamford for $1.6 million.  

 

If you truly want to encourage development of more affordable in Southwestern CT cities and suburbs, where 

the land cost is highest due to its the proximity to New York, then please provide funding directly to the 

municipality’s housing authority.  The municipality’s housing authority is best suited to develop affordable in 

their municipality or decide if they want to join with another area municipality in the development of 

affordable.  I urge you to NOT support HB6593 as written. 

 

Thank you, 

Maria Weingarten 

New Canaan, CT 



 



 

 

 


